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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

On 1/6/2010 the Examiner and the Cole Richter (Reg. No. 65,398) discussed the Remarks 
filed on 1 1/13/2009. The Examiner agreed that remarks overcome the previous rejection. After 
an updated search the Examiner found references which anticipate the claims. Because the 
references are within months of the applicant's priority date, rejections based on two different 
references are provided. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to the pending claims have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §101 
35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or 
any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title. 

Claim 58 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is directed to non- 
statutory subject matter. Claim 58 is directed towards a computer program. Claim 58 does 
specify that the program is stored on a medium and executed by a processor but this is only an 
"intended use" limitation and is therefore not given patentable weight. See MPEP 2111 .02(11). 
Because the structure of claim 58 is only directed towards a computer program it does not fit into 
any of the statutory categories of invention. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1, 3, 5, 35-37, 58, 60, and 61 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by U.S. Patent Application Publication Number 2002/0078198 by Buchbinder et al. 

As to claim 1 , Buchbinder teaches a computer-implemented method stored as a 
computer program on a computer readable medium in the server and executed by a processor in 
the server for enabling a user at a client device to directly and remotely control a media-based 
device by way of any one of a plurality of web portals, including a first web portal and a second 
web portal, while simultaneously accessing related information, the method comprising: 
implementing in the server an Application Program Interface (API) that connects each of the 
plurality of web portals with at least one database concerning media-based devices, and that fits 
data retrieved from the at least one database to a format associated with the each of the plurality 
of web portals (Figure 8A and paragraph 109); at the server, receiving a first request relating 
to a first media-based device from a first user at a first client device via the first web portal, the 
first web portal using a first format for exchanging data with the at least one database via the API 
(paragraph 109, HTTP via the web browser); at the server, receiving a second request relating 
to a second media-based device from a second user at a second client device via the second web 
portal, the second web portal using a second format for exchanging data with the at least one 
database via the API, wherein the second format is different from the first format (paragraph 
109, WAP); in response to the first request, initiating at least one API routine to retrieve from 
the at least one database the data concerning the first media-based device, while the at least one 
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database is in communication with the first media-based device through a first network 
(paragraph 110-113); and in response to the second request, initiating at least one API routine 
to retrieve from the at least one database the data concerning the second media-based device, 
while the at least one database is in communication with the second media-based device through 
a second network (paragraph 110-113). 

As to claim 2, Buchbinder teaches the method of claim 1, further comprising: 
transmitting to the first user information contained in the retrieved data concerning the first 
media-based device (paragraph 110-113); and transmitting to the second user information 
contained in the retrieved data concerning the second media-based device (paragraph 110-113). 

As to claim 3, Buchbinder teaches the method of claim 1, wherein each web portal is a 
web server executing a web hosted application (Connection server). 

As to claim 5, Buchbinder teaches the method of claim 1, wherein the first request is in 
HTTP command format (paragraph 109). 

As to claim 35, the private network reads on the second network. 

As to the rest of the limitations in claims 35-37, 58, 60, and 61, they are rejected by the 
same embodiment of Buchbinder for the same reasoning. 

Claims 1-3, 5, 35-37, 58, 60, and 61 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by U.S. Patent Number 6,374,079 to Hsu. 

As to claim 1 , Hsu teaches a computer-implemented method stored as a 
computer program on a computer readable medium in the server and executed by a processor in 
the server for enabling a user at a client device to directly and remotely control a media-based 
device by way of any one of a plurality of web portals, including a first web portal and a second 
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web portal, while simultaneously accessing related information, the method comprising: 
implementing in the server an Application Program Interface (API) that connects each of the 
plurality of web portals with at least one database concerning media-based devices, and that fits 
data retrieved from the at least one database to a format associated with the each of the plurality 
of web portals (col. 8, lines 9-24); at the server, receiving a first request relating to a first media- 
based device from a first user at a first client device via the first web portal, the first web portal 
using a first format for exchanging data with the at least one database via the API (col. 8, lines 
25-42); at the server, receiving a second request relating to a second media-based device from a 
second user at a second client device via the second web portal, the second web portal using a 
second format for exchanging data with the at least one database via the API, wherein the second 
format is different from the first format (col. 8, lines 25-42); in response to the first request, 
initiating at least one API routine to retrieve from the at least one database the data concerning 
the first media-based device, while the at least one database is in communication with the first 
media-based device through a first network (col. 8, lines 43-59); and in response to the second 
request, initiating at least one API routine to retrieve from the at least one database the data 
concerning the second media-based device, while the at least one database is in communication 
with the second media-based device through a second network (col. 8, lines 43-59). 
As to claim 2, Hsu teaches the method of claim 1, further comprising: transmitting to the first 
user information contained in the retrieved data concerning the first media-based device (col. 8, 
lines 9-59); and transmitting to the second user information contained in the retrieved data 
concerning the second media-based device (col. 8, lines 9-59). 
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As to claim 3, Hsu teaches the method of claim 1, wherein each web portal is a web 
server executing a web hosted application (server 27). 

As to claim 5, Hsu teaches the method of claim 1, wherein the first request is in 
HTTP command format (remote premise 19 uses http). 

As to claim 35, reference number 49 in Figure 1 reads on the second network. 

As to the rest of the limitations in claims 35-37, 58, 60, and 61, they are rejected by the same 
embodiment of Hsu for the same reasoning. 

Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S. C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. Patent 
Application Publication Number 2002/0078198 by Buchbinder et al. in view of U.S. Patent 
Application Publication Number 2007/0277201 to Wong et al. 

As to claim 6, Buchbinder teaches the method of claim 2 however Buchbinder does not 
teach the use of XML. 

Wong teaches the transmission of data to and from a media device in an XML format, 
(paragraph 95). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the Computer networking art at the 
time of the invention to combine the teachings of Buchbinder regarding controlling devices via 
multiple portals with the teachings of Wong regarding the use of XML because Buchbinder 
suggests controlling the types of devices taught by Wong (See Background of Buchbinder) and 
the use of XML in the broad context claimed by the applicant would not require substantial 
modifications of either reference in order to be viable. 

Even if the applicant were able to overcome the date of Wong, Official Notice is taken 
that the use of XML is such a broad context is not novel. 
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Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S. C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. Patent 
Number 6,374,079 to Hsu in view of U.S. Patent Application Publication Number 2007/0277201 
to Wong et al. 

As to claim 6, Hsu teaches the method of claim 2 however Hsu does not teach the use of 

XML. 

Wong teaches the transmission of data to and from a media device in an XML format, 
(paragraph 95). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the Computer networking art at the 
time of the invention to combine the teachings of Hsu regarding controlling devices via multiple 
portals with the teachings of Wong regarding the use of XML because Hsu suggests controlling 
devices using an manner (col. 12, lines 4-15) and the use of XML in the broad context claimed 
by the applicant would not require substantial modifications of either reference in order to be 
viable. 

Even if the applicant were able to overcome the date of Wong, Official Notice is taken 
that the use of XML is such a broad context is not novel. 

Claims 7-10, 14-16, 18-20, 62-65, and 69-75 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over U.S. Patent Application Publication Number 2002/0078198 by Buchbinder et 
al. in view of U.S. Patent Application Publication Number 2001/0046366 to Susskind et al. 

Buchbinder teaches the method of claim 1 ; however Buchbinder does not explicitly teach 
the claimed DVR functions. 

As indicated in the 8/14/2009 office action Susskind teaches the claim elements in 
question. 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the Computer networking art at the 
time of the invention to combine the teachings of Buchbinder regarding controlling devices via 
multiple portals with the teachings of Susskind because Buchbinder suggests the remote 
programming of recording devices (Background) and the cited portions of Susskind are a 
specific implementation of the broader teachings of Buchbinder 

Claims 7-10, 14-16, 18-20, 62-65, and 69-75 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over U.S. Patent Number 6,374,079 to Hsu in view of U.S. Patent Application 
Publication Number 2001/0046366 to Susskind et al. 

Hsu teaches the method of claim 1 ; however Hsu does not explicitly teach the claimed 
DVR functions. 

As indicated in the 8/14/2009 office action Susskind teaches the claim elements in 
question. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the Computer networking art at the 
time of the invention to combine the teachings of Hsu regarding controlling devices via multiple 
portals with the teachings of Susskind because Hsu suggests the remote programming of 
entertainment devices (col. 12, lines 4-15) and the cited portions of Susskind are a specific 
implementation of the broader teachings of Hsu. 

Claims 11-13 and 66-68 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
U.S. Patent Application Publication Number 2002/0078198 by Buchbinder et al. in view of U.S. 
Patent Application Publication Number 2001/0046366 by Susskind in further view of U.S. Patent 
Application Publication Number 2007/0240181 by Eldering et al. 
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As to claims 11-13, Susskind teaches the method of claim 9 including an electronic 
program guide; however Susskind does not explicitly teach an electronic programming guide 
featuring actors, ratings and descriptions. 

Eldering teaches an electronic programming guide featuring actors, ratings and 
descriptions (paragraph 60). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the Computer Networking art at the 
time of the invention to combine the teachings of Susskind regarding the remote control of a 
media recorder with the teachings of Eldering regarding an electronic programming guide 
featuring actors, ratings and descriptions because Eldering provides a specific method of 
implementing concepts otherwise taught by Susskind in a generic manner. 

As to claims 66-68 they are rejected for the same reasoning as claims 11-13. 

Claims 11-13 and 66-68 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
U.S. Patent Number 6,374,079 to Hsu in view of U.S. Patent Application Publication Number 
2001/0046366 by Susskind in further view of U.S. Patent Application Publication Number 
2007/0240181 by Eldering et al. 

As to claims 11-13, Susskind teaches the method of claim 9 including an electronic 
program guide; however Susskind does not explicitly teach an electronic programming guide 
featuring actors, ratings and descriptions. 

Eldering teaches an electronic programming guide featuring actors, ratings and 
descriptions (paragraph 60). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the Computer Networking art at the 
time of the invention to combine the teachings of Susskind regarding the remote control of a 
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media recorder with the teachings of Eldering regarding an electronic programming guide 
featuring actors, ratings and descriptions because Eldering provides a specific method of 
implementing concepts otherwise taught by Susskind in a generic manner. 

As to claims 66-68 they are rejected for the same reasoning as claims 11-13. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to DOUGLAS B. BLAIR whose telephone number is (571)272- 
3893. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:00am-5:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Saleh Najjar can be reached on (571) 272-4006. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Douglas B Blair/ 
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